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Record of Decision Anendnent

Decl arati on

SI TE NAME AND LOCATI ON

62nd Street Site
Tanpa, Hillsborough County, Florida

STATEMENT COF BASI S AND PURPCSE

Thi s deci si on docunent presents the anendnent to the selected renedial action for the 62nd
Street Site, in Tanmpa, Hillsborough County, Florida, which was chosen in accordance w th CERCLA,
as anended by SARA, and, to the extent of practicable, the National Ol and Hazardous Substances
Pol I uti on Contingency Plan (NCP). This decision is based on the adm nistrative record file for
this site.

The Florida Departnent of Environnental Protection (FDEP), the support agency, has provided

i nput throughout the renedy anendnent process. Based on the FDEP's comments, EPA expects that
concurrence on this fundanental change will be forthcom ng; although, a formal concurrence
letter has not been received.

ASSESSMENT OF THE SI TE

Actual or threatened rel eases of hazardous substances fromthis site, if not addressed by
i npl enenting the response action selected in the Record of Decision (ROD) , may present an
i mm nent and substantial endangernent to public health, welfare, or the environnent.

DESCRI PTI ON OF THE FUNDAMVENTAL CHANGE TO THE SELECTED REMEDY

The purpose of this docunent is to anend the selected renedy at the Site. The original Record
of Decision (ROD) was signed on June 27, 1990, and previously nodified by the Expl anation of
Significant D fferences (ESD) which becanme effective on Cctober 7, 1991

At this point, EPA has determi ned that the ROD nust be fundanentally changed to reflect the
current conditions at the Site. Hstorically, a plune of contaninated groundwater existed
off-site in the direction of groundwater flow (south to east with respect to the site). During
the Remedi al design, on-site and off-site groundwater sanples were collected and anal yzed for
site-related contam nates (Cadmi um Chromium and Lead). The results showed that the off-site
groundwat er was bel ow cl eanup | evel s docunented in the 1990 ROD. An Of-site G oundwater
Monitoring Programwas then initiated to study this change in groundwater quality. After
collecting quarterly sanples for 24 nonths, the off-site groundwater has been docunented to be
consistently below the cleanup criteria for groundwater. The on-site groundwater was sent to a
local Publicly Owmed Treatnent Works (POTW. The source of the contam nation (soil/waste) has
been Solidified/ Stabilized, and a slurry wall/cut-off trench has been installed around the
perineter of the Site. Based on the facts concerning the groundwater quality of the Site, EPA
nodi fies the selected renedy to elimnate the Surficial Aquifer Goundwater Extraction and
Treat nent conponent of the renedy.



STATUTCRY DETERM NATI ONS

The selected renedy is protective of human health and the environnment, conplies with Federal and
State requirenents that are legally applicable or relevant and appropriate to the renedi al
action, and is cost-effective. This renedy utilizes permanent solutions and alternative
treatnent technol ogies to the nmaxi mum extent practicable and satisfies the statutory preference
for renedies that enploy treatnent which reduces toxicity, nobility, or volune as a principal

el enent .

Because this remedy will result in hazardous substances renmaining onsite, a review wll be
conducted within five years after commencenent of renedial action to ensure that the renedy
continues to provide adequate protection of human health and the environnent.

6/ 29/ 95
DATE Richard D. Green

Associate Director
Ofice of Superfund and
Ener gency Response
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U S. ENVI RONMENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
RECORD OF DECI SI ON AMENDVENT
62nd Street Dunp Superfund Site
Tanpa, Hi |l sborough County, Florida

1.0 | NTRCDUCTI ON

The purpose of this docunent is to anmend the selected renedy for the 62nd Street Superfund Site
The Record of Decision (ROD) was signed on June 27, 1990, and previously nodified by the

Expl anation of Significant D fferences (ESD) which becane effective on Qctober 7, 1991. Based
upon the requirenents of the Conprehensive Environmental Response, Conpensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) Section 117 and the National G| and Hazardous Substance Pollution Contingency Pl an
(NCP) Section 300.435(c) (2) (ii), EPA has determned that the ROD nust be fundanental |y changed
toreflect the current conditions at the Site. Historically, a plume of contam nated groundwater
existed off-site in the direction of groundwater flow (south to east with respect to the site).
During the Renedial Design, on-site and off-site groundwater sanples were collected and anal yzed
for site-related contam nants (cadm um chromium and lead). The results showed that the
off-site groundwater was bel ow the cleanup goals presented in the 1990 ROD. A Of-site

G oundwat er Monitoring Programwas then initiated to study this change in groundwater quality.
After collecting quarterly sanples for 24 nonths, the off-site groundwater has been docunented
to be consistently below the cleanup criteria for groundwater. The On-site Groundwater was sent
to a local Publicly Owmed Treatnent Wrks (POTW. The source of contamination (soil and waste)
has been Solidified/ Stabilized, and a slurry wall/cut-off trench has been installed around the
site. Based on the facts concerning the groundwater quality of the Site, EPA nodifies the
selected renedy to elimnate the Surficial Aquifer Goundwater Extraction and Treat nent
conmponent of the renedy.

1.1 SITE Location and Description

The 62nd Street Dunp Site is located in Tanpa, Hillsborough County, Florida, north of Col unbus
Drive and just west of 62nd Street (Figure 1). The site is a five and one-half acre private
landfill formerly used for the disposal of industrial waste. The Site is located in an area
with mxed residential and light industrial land use. The Site is bounded on the west by a
series of snmall shallow ponds forned for fish breeding. To the east and south of the Site are
residential areas interspersed with Iight commercial and industrial operations. To the north of
the Site is undevel oped | and. The current | andowner operates an autonobile scrap yard on

the southern portion of the Site. A site nap is presented as Figure 1

1.2 Site Hstory and Enforcenent Activities

The 62nd Street Dunp Site was operated for approxinately three years in the md-1970s as a
borrow pit; that is, sand was excavated and sold. Wen the owner of the Site ceased operation
of the borrow pit, he allowed several conpanies in Tanpa to use the remaining pit as a di sposa
area for various waste materials, including shredded autonobile parts, batteries, waste cenent,
kiln dust, and kiln liners. The owner ceased dunping in 1976, but unauthorized dunpi ng of
househol d garbage and construction debris continued after this date.

In 1976, the potential for environmental problens at the Site was recogni zed when fish kills
occurred in fish breeding ponds on the adjacent property bel onging to Peninsular Fisheries. n
Novenber 30, 1976, the Hill sborough County Environmental Protection conm ssion (EPC) issued a
notice to cease all disposal activities at the Site. The first najor investigation at the Site
was conducted in June 1979 by Fish Doctors Laboratory, Inc. (FDL) under contract w th Peninsul ar
Fi sheries, Inc



Envi ronnental sanpling was conducted periodically by the HIIsborough County BPC and by FDER
The areas sanpled included private wells, fish breeding ponds, a shallow sand point well
installed by FDER and various areas surrounding the Ste. An analysis of the sanple fromthe
shal | ow sand point well showed groundwater contam nation exceedi ng the FDER Chapter 17-3
standard for chromum However, 1982 FDER anal yses of water sanples fromwells upgradi ent and
downgradi ent of the site did not show any netals concentrati ons above background | evel s.

A Renedi al Action Master Plan (RAMP) was prepared for the 62" Street Site by NUS Corporation
under contract to EPA in June 1983. As part of RAMP devel opnent, a prelimnary risk assessnent
was perforned, and approaches to both short- and long-termrenedi al actions were devel oped. The
RAMP i ndicated that there was no i medi ate concern over drinking water contam nati on; however
groundwat er nonitoring should be continued and a feasibility study should be conducted to

eval uate | ong-term renedi ation

In March 1984, the FDER and the EPA entered into a Cooperative Agreenent to conduct a Renedi a
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) at the site. The R was conducted in 1986 by a team of
several consulting firns consisting of Mayes, Sudderth & Etheredge, Inc., Fred C. Hart

Associ ates, Inc., Universal Engineering Testing Conpany, Inc., and Conpuchem Laboratories, Inc
The field activities were conducted in two phases. Phase | was conducted in February 1986, and
consi sted of construction and sanpling of 12 test pits across the site. Phase |l was conducted
in July and August, 1986 and involved installing and sanpling 14 groundwater nonitoring wells
sanpling 10 donestic wells, sanpling surface water and sedinent fromthe fish ponds, and
sanpling on-site surface soils

Canp, Dresser, & McKee, Inc. (CDM) was contracted by FDER in August 1988 to conduct a
Feasibility Study (FS) for the Site. The FS devel oped and anal yzed potential alternatives for
remediation at the Site. The FS al so supplenented the Rl by conducting additional field
activities to characterize the nature and extent of soil, sedinent, surface water, and
groundwat er contamnation at the site. In July 1989, additional donmestic well sanpling was
perforned by the Florida Department of Health and Rehabilitative Services (HRS).

It was determned that waste buried at the Site fall into two categories: auto part/battery
(non-cenent) waste and cenent waste. The di sposal of the non-cenent waste at the Site has
resulted in the rel ease of hazardous substances including antinony, arsenic, cadm um chrom um
copper, lead, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in the soil. The surficial aquifer both
on-site and off-site is also contam nated with cadm um chromum and | ead above heal t h- based
levels. The cenent wastes represent little threat through either direct contact or leaching to
gr oundwat er .

Based upon consi deration of the requirenents of CERCLA the detailed analysis of the
alternatives, and public comments, EPA has determned that the alternative which includes
solidification/stabilization of the non-cenent waste, capping of the soil, and groundwater
extraction is the nost effective and efficient renmedy for the 62nd Street site in Tanpa,

Fl orida. The function of this renedy is to reduce the risks associated with exposure to
contam nated groundwater in the surficial aquifer and contam nated soil

The naj or conponents of the sel ected renedy include:
. Solidification/Stabilization of the battery wastes, shredded auto parts, and
contam nated soils (approxi mately 48,000 cubic yards). Contami nants of concern
associated with the battery wastes and shredded auto parts are antinony, arsenic,

cadmi um chrom um copper, |lead, and polychlorinated bi phenyls (PCBS)

. No treatnent of the on-site cement wastes since they present little threat through



either direct contact or |eaching to groundwater.

. Capping of the entire site (approxinmately 5.5 acres) with a two-foot vegetative soi
cover underlain by an inperneabl e nenbrane.

. Extraction and treatnent of the groundwater fromthe surficial aquifer both on-site
and off-site. Contam nants of concern in the surficial aquifer are |lead and
chrom um

. Institutional controls or other land use restrictions to ensure the integrity of the

cap and the treated soils. The presence of groundwater contami nation at the site
indi cates that |eaching of contam nants fromwaste has occurred

The duration of the soil treatnent and groundwater cleanup was estimated to take three to four
years al t hough groundwater cleanup may take |onger. Followi ng conpletion of the cleanup
monitoring will be conducted for a mininmumof five years to denonstrate that the cleanup has net
the remedi ation goals. The total present worth cost of this alternative was estinated to be

$16, 460, 000.

Further clarification of the selected remedy was presented in the Expl anati on of Significant
Di fferences (ESD) which becane effective on Cctober 7, 1991. The significant differences
between the renedy described in this ESD are as foll ows:

1. The cleanup criteria for lead in the subsurface soils will be 224 ng/ kg repl aci ng
both 17.4 ng/ kg for non- cement waste and 170 ng/ kg for cenent waste.

2. Certain construction-type debris located within the 62nd Street Site may be
separated frommaterials which are required to be stabilized/solidified and then
be di sposed off-site and/or recycl ed.

The ROD anmendnent is being issued by the U S. Environnental Protection Agency (EPA), the |ead
agency, with assistance fromthe Florida Departnent of Environnental Protection (FDEP, also
known as FDER), the support agency.

This docurment will becone part of the Administrative Record File as required by the NCP

8§300.825(a) (2). The Administrative Record File is available for public review at the |ocations
listed bel ow

Tanpa/ H | | sbor ough County

Public Library/ Special Collections
900 North Ashl ey

Tanpa, Florida 33602

(813) 223-8945

EPA Region IV Ofice
EPA Records Center

345 Courtland Sreet, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30365
(404) 347-0506

1.3 Expl anati on of Fundamental Renedy Change

Prior to performance of the remedial design activities in 1991, the Potentially Responsible
Parties (PRPs) sanpled all existing off-site nonitor wells installed within the surficial



aqui fer with the exception of MW 14 which was not accessible at the tine and M¥21 which is
|l ocated nore than 700 feet upgradient of the 62nd 8treet Superfund Site. To ensure that the
groundwat er sanples collected for analysis were representative of the groundwater at the site
each nonitor well was thoroughly devel oped to renove fine sedinents fromthe filter nedia
surroundi ng the well screen and fromw thin the well casing. Additionally, the groundwater
sanpling protocols included collecting both unfiltered and filtered sanples for analysis of
di ssol ved netal constituents. Results of the groundwater sanpling and anal ysis program were
presented to the EPA in an Ardaman and Associates report titled "Pre-Design Activities, 62nd
Street Superfund Site, Tanpa, Hi |l sborough County, Florida", dated February 7, 1992. The
measured concentrati ons of cadm um chromiumand lead in all the off-site monitor wells were
bel ow t he correspondi ng clean-up | evels established in the ROD.

After carefully considering this new information, EPA requested that six additional nonitor
wells be installed along the perineter of the 62nd Street Superfund Site. The purpose of
installing the new wells was to collect additional groundwater quality data to determine if the
on-site contam nated groundwater had migrated off the property. In April 1992, six nonitor
wel l's (designated MM22 through MM 27) were installed at the |locations shown in Figure 1. As
shown in the figure, three wells were installed on the east side, two wells on the south side
and one well on the west side of the property. Installation of each nmonitor well was observed
by the EPA Oversight Contractor to substantiate that the well construction net the EPA
requirenents. Follow ng well devel opnent and purging, unfiltered and filtered groundwater
sanpl es were collected fromthe six nonitor wells for determination of the concentrations of
cadm um chromiumand |lead. The concentration of chromumin the unfiltered sanpl e obtained
fromMNV23 was 51 micrograms per liter (Zg/l), which slightly exceeded the 50 Zg/1 clean-up
level for chromium In all the filtered sanples, the concentrations of cadm um chrom um and
| ead were bel ow the respective clean-up |evels

To confirmthe groundwater quality data reported by Ardanman & Associates, Inc., representatives
of the EPA Environnmental Services Division (EPA-ESD) collected unfiltered groundwater sanples
fromMV¥2, MM23, MM25 and MM 26, and anal yzed each sanple for 31 paraneters in the target
list, which included cadm um chromiumand |ead. The EPA groundwater sanples were sent to the
EPA-ESD | aboratory in Athens, Georgia for analysis. During the EPA sanpling program the PRPs
also collected unfiltered groundwater sanples fromthe same nonitor wells. The PRPs sanples
were sent to the Contract Laboratory (Thornton Laboratories, Inc. of Tanpa, Florida). EPA test
results for the sanples collected at M¥23, MM25 and MM 26 did not indicate any |ead, cadm um
or chrom um concentrati on above the detection limts for these constituents. Chrom um was
detected in the sanple collected by Ardaman & Associates, Inc. from MV¥26, but the concentration
was below the 50 Zg/1 clean-up level. Cadmumand |ead were not detected in the sanples
obt ai ned by Ardanman & Associates, Inc. from M¥23, MM25 and MWV 26.

Because of the differences in the neasured concentrations of cadnmium chromumand lead in the
groundwat er sanpl es obtai ned during the FS and subsequently by the EPA and PRPs, the EPA agreed
to inplenentation of a quarterly groundwater nonitoring programat selected off-site wells
installed within the surficial aquifer. The groundwater quality issues and the groundwater

noni toring programwas discussed in a neeting at the EPA office on July 24, 1992 in Atlanta,
Georgia. The neeting was attended by the representatives of the PRPs and the EPA

Prior to inplenmenting the off-site groundwater nonitoring program the EPA requested a letter
fromthe PRPs describing the details of the groundwater nonitoring programand howit was to be
inplenented. On behalf of the PRPs, Ardaman & Associates, Inc. prepared the proposed off-site
groundwat er nmonitoring programand forwarded it to the EPA on July 31, 1992. 1In a letter dated
August 22, 1992, the EPA approved the proposed of f-site groundwater nonitoring program

The ROD Arendnent was prepared to docunent the field and | aboratory test results associated with



the off-site groundwater nonitoring programfor the 62nd Street Superfund Site at Tanpa,
Florida. As stated in the EPA-approved Renedial Design (RD) for this site, the objective of the
off-site groundwater nonitoring programwas to nonitor the concentrati ons of cadm um chrom um
and lead within the surficial aquifer in the vicinity of and downgradient fromthe site, and to
evaluate if extraction and treatnent of off-site groundwater woul d be necessary. The groundwater
sanpling operation at the off-site nmonitor wells began in August 1992 and continued on a
quarterly basis through Septenber 1994. A summary of the results of the field and | aboratory
tests on groundwater sanples obtained fromthe off-site nonitor wells, and an eval uati on of the
data is found in the attached tables and graphs.

2.0 Enf orcenent Anal ysi s

EPA and the PRPs signed a Consent Decree (CD) for the Renedial Action and Renedial Design at the
site. The CD was entered by the U S. District Court on January 27, 1992. Under the CD, the
PRPs agreed to conplete the Renedi al Design/Renedial Action and to pay past cost for the

Remedi al Investigation/Feasibility Study. The PRPs have desi gned the G oundwater extraction
System as required by the 1990 ROD. However, EPA allowed the PRPs to study the off-site
groundwater to determne if the groundwater quality has inproved. Concurrent with the off-site
groundwat er program the PRPs began to inplenent the source conponent of the selected renedy.

At this point, the Solidification/Stabilization conponent of the renedy has been conpl et ed.

Al 'so, a slurry wall has been keyed into the confining |ayer.

3.0 Community Relations

EPA prepared a ROD on June 27, 1990, taking into consideration the comments fromthe public and
the results fromthe Feasibility Study. The nost environmental ly sound and cost effective
remedy was sel ected as a part of the ROD phase of the Superfund process. At this tine, the

sel ected renedy included Solidification/Stabilization, institutional controls/deed restrictions,
and a groundwater extraction system

In Septenber 1991, a public neeting was held to present the Explanation of Significant
Differences (ESD). The ESD nodified the cleanup goals for soil and clarified the handling of
construction debris.

In March 1993, EPA held a neeting to announce the conpletion of the Renedial Design and to
present the construction schedule for the Renedial Action for the Site.

The Record of Decision (1990) contains a Responsiveness Summary that lists all public comments
and EPA/ FDEP comments. No comments were received on the Explanation of Significant Differences
(ESD).

4.0 CURRENT SITE STATUS
4,1 On-site Soils

As stated previously, the Renedial Action is in progress. The contam nated soil and non-cenent
wast e have been solidified in cement. The entire site was divided into grid |ocations and

anal yzed for cadmum chromum and lead. Any soil found in a grid |ocation above the cl eanup
goals was treated in the solidification process. Non-cenment waste was al so sanpl ed and treat ed.
The treated nmaterial has nmet Renedial Design Performance Standards: Hydraulic Perneability (10-6
cmisec), Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (Lead), and Conpressive Strength (50 psi).

Detailed results will be made available in the Renedial Action Report



4.2 Hydrogeol ogy
Slurry Wall/Cut-off Trench

A slurry wall was constructed around the perineter of the Site. The purpose of the slurry wal
is to create a hydrogeologic barrier. The design criteria for the slurry wall is a hydraulic
pernmeability of 10-7, four orders of magnitude greater than the surrounding soils (averagi ng
approxi mately 10-3).

On-site G oundwat er

During the Solidification/Stabilization Phase of the Renedial Action, the on-site groundwater
was utilized in the solidification process to mx cenent and soil. Also, excess on-site
groundwat er was sent to the local Publicly Owmed Treatnent Works (Hooker's Point).

Of-site Goundwater

H storically, the off-site groundwater quality has been neasured above the cl eanup standards:
Cadmum 10 Zg/L, Chromumb50 Z~g/L, and Lead 15 Zg/L. New infornation obtained during the
Pre- Desi gn Phase of the cleanup indicates that the off-site groundwater quality has inproved to
the point that it is below cleanup goal. In light of this newinfornmation, the off-site
groundwat er sanpling program began in August 1992 and continued on a quarterly basis through
August 1994. The objective of the groundwater nonitoring programwas to acquire additiona
groundwater quality data for an extended period of tine to assess if any off-site groundwater
contami nation exists within the surficial aquifer in the vicinity of the 62nd Street Superfund
Site.

The water table gradients nmeasured during the RI/FS and subsequently by the PRPs and the EPA
indi cated that any downgradient plune migration in the surficial aquifer would be in the
sout h/ sout heast direction. The off-site nonitor wells selected for the nonitoring programwere
the ones that were installed in the surficial aquifer and had the hi ghest probability of being
inpacted by any plume migration fromthe site. On this basis, MVM12S, MWV 13S, and MM17 were
selected for the off-site groundwater nonitoring program Additionally, MAM22, MM23, MN24,

MM 25 and MM 26 at the east and south property lines were included in the programto assess the
groundwater quality at the edge of the property. The locations of these nonitor wells are shown
in Figure 1.

After the off-site groundwater nonitoring program began, the EPA requested that the PRPs instal
an additional nonitor well at the west property line. Subsequently, MW28 (see Figure 1) was
installed on January 27, 1993. Goundwater at MW 28 was sanpled three tines during the program
before the well was abandoned on Septenber 10, 1993 because of its close proximty to the
proposed slurry wall alignnent.

Al surficial aquifer nonitor wells installed during the FS and the new nonitor wells installed
by Ardanan & Associates, Inc. were devel oped prior to sanpling to ensure recovery of
representative groundwat er sanples. A conpressed air devel opnent systemwas used to devel op the
wells. An oil-free portable canpressor and a diesel fueled conpressor with organic filters
fitted to the air discharge hose were used to supply air for the well devel opnent system Ar
flowinto the well was adjusted to pressures | ow enough to protect the well screen and sand
filter surrounding the well screen. An automatic tinmer controlled the frequency and duration of
air surges into the water colum. Air directed into the standing water columm forced the water
torise to the surface and discharge into five-gallon buckets where the groundwater could be

i nspected. The groundwater exhibited brown or gray discoloration during the initial stage of
wel | devel opnent. As devel opnent continued, the water becane increasingly clearer and pH and



conductivity readings becane nore stable. WII| devel opnent was continued until the

groundwat er exhi bited characteristics of reduced turbidity and estabilization of the pH and
conductivity. After devel opnment was conplete, the well was secured with a | ocking cap or cover
and the well renumined undisturbed until sanpling

Because the nonitor wells were devel oped in advance of sanpling, purging was necessary prior to
sanpling to renove standing water fromw thin the well casings and to ensure recovery of
representative groundwater sanples. Purging was acconplished at each nonitor well |ocation
using a low volune peristaltic punp and new pre-cleaned | engths of tubing. Purging continued
until at least three casing volunes of water were renoved and three consecutive neasurenents of
tenperature, specific conductance, and pH readi ngs were w thin 5% of each other and the
estimate of turbidity was less than 5 NT.U If the field paraneters renmined greater than +5%
after five well casing volunes of water were renoved, sanpling could begin. Equipnent cleaning
and sanpl e custody procedures followed the approved Q¥ QC protocols and were observed by the EPA
Oversight Contractor during each sanpling event

Of-site Goundwater Sanpling Schedul e, Methods and Paraneters

The quarterly sanpling dates for 1992, 1993 and 1994 are presented in Table 1. Unfiltered and
filtered groundwat er sanples were coll ected throughout the programat each nonitor well
location. To obtain filtered sanples, the groundwater was filtered through a 0.45 mcron
in-line filter before discharging into the sanpl e contai ner

Initially, the major groundwater nonitoring paraneters consisted of cadm um chrom umand | ead
However, following the first quarter of sanpling in August 1992, the EPA requested the PRPs to
add sodiumand sulfate to the list of nmgjor nonitoring paranmeters. Accordingly, for the

remai nder of the off-site nonitoring program the nmgjor nonitoring paraneters consisted of
cadm um chromum |ead, sodiumand sulfate. The paraneters for field neasurenment consisted of
pH, specific conductance and tenperature of the groundwater sanples. Al though turbidity was
recorded during several quarterly sanpling events, it was not routinely nonitored for each
sanpl i ng operation.

Of-site Goundwater Quality Data

Results of the quarterly off-site groundwater nonitoring programare presented in Table 2. As
shown, the field neasurenents included determ nati ons of pH conductivity, tenperature, and
turbidity. Laboratory chem cal anal yses included determ nations of the concentrations of

cadm um chromum |ead, sodium and sul phate.

As shown in Table 2, the neasured cadm um concentration in both filtered and unfiltered
groundwat er sanples ranged fromless than 0.1 to 1.9 Zg/l. The cadm umconcentrations in
filtered sanples were generally lower than those in the corresponding unfiltered sanples. Al so
the cadm um concentration in nost of the groundwater sanples was |less than or equal to 0.1
tg/l. Based on the results presented in Table 2, the neasured cadm um concentration in both
filtered and unfiltered groundwater sanples obtained fromall the nonitor well |ocations were
wel | bel ow the clean-up level of 10 Zg/l.

Measur ed chrom um concentration in unfiltered groundwater sanples ranged fromless than 1 to 23
cg/l and that in filtered groundwater sanples ranged fromless than 1 to 15 Zg/l. The chrom um
concentrations in filtered sanples were generally | ower than those in the correspondi ng
unfiltered sanples. Based on the results presented in Table 2, the neasured chrom um
concentration in both filtered and unfiltered sanpl es obtained fromall the nonitor well

|l ocations were well below the clean-up level of 50 Zg/l.



Measured concentration of lead in unfiltered groundwater sanples ranged fromless than 1 to 24
cg/l and that in filtered groundwater sanples ranged fromless than 1 to 17 Zg/l. The neasured
| ead concentration in the unfiltered sanpl e obtai ned from M¥12S on January 26, 1993 was 24

2g/l which is above the clean-up level of 15 Zg/l. The lead concentration in the corresponding
filtered sanple was 6 -g/1, which is belowthe clean-up level. In addition, the |ead
concentration in a duplicate sanple of MW¥12S (i.e., MM12D) was bel ow the cl ean-up |evel for
both filtered and unfiltered sanples. The neasured | ead concentrations in the unfiltered and
filtered sanpl es obtained from MM22 on January 26, 1993 were 18 Zg/l and 17 Zg/l,

respectively, which are just slightly above the clean-up level. The neasured |ead
concentrations in the unfiltered sanple obtained from MM22 on January 26, 1993 was 16 -g/1,
which is just slightly above the clean-up | evel whereas the corresponding filtered sanple had a
| ead concentration of 6 Zg/l which is below the clean-up level. To determ ne the reasons for
the inconsistency in | ead concentration data, spot sanples were collected at MW 12S and M¥ 22 on
March 22, 1993. Lead concentrations in both unfiltered and filtered spot sanples were | ess than
529/1, which is well below the clean-up level. Based on the |lead concentration in the
duplicate sanple and the spot sanples, the neasured el evated | ead concentrations in the sanples
obtai ned from M¥12S, MWV 22, and MM 24 on January 26, 1993 nay be attributed to possible

|l aboratory error. For all other tested sanples, the neasured | ead concentrati ons were bel ow t he
clean-up level of 15 Zg/1

The pH, specific conductance, and tenperature of the groundwater sanples were routinely

determ ned at each nonitor well location in accordance with the protocols of the approved

qual ity assurance plan for renedial activities at the 62nd Street Superfund Site. These field
paraneters are used as indicators to ensure that the collected sanples are representative of the
groundwater in the aquifer being nonitored. Although turbidity was not included in the sanpling
protocol of the approved quality assurance plan, it was nmeasured on sone sanpling dates during
the off-site nonitoring program Results of the field determ nations of pH specific

conduct ance, tenperature, and turbidity are presented in Table 2.

Surmmary of Findi ngs

Results of the off-site groundwater nonitoring programindicate that the neasured cadm um and
chrom um concentration in both filtered and unfiltered groundwater sanples obtained fromall the
nmonitor well |ocations during the nonitoring period were well below the respective clean-up

| evel s.

Lead concentrati ons above the clean-up level of 15 Zg/l were docunented in the groundwater
sanpl es obtained from MM12S, MM22, and MM24 on January 26, 1993. However, based on the

anal ysis of a duplicate sanple (M¥12D) and the spot sanples obtained from M¥12S and MWV 22 on
March 22, 1993, it appears that all neasurenments after this date are consistently below the

cl eanup standard. For MWM24, the lead concentration in the unfiltered sanpl e obtained on
January 26, 1993 was 16 -g/l, which is slightly above the clean-up level of 15 Zg/1, whereas
the dissolved | ead concentration in the corresponding filtered sanple was 6 -g/l, which is well
bel ow the clean-up level. For all other filtered and unfiltered sanples, the nmeasured | ead
concentrations were below the clean-up level of 15 Zg/l.

The findings of the quarterly off-site groundwater nonitoring programconfirmthat the
concentrations of cadmum chromumand lead in the groundwater at the nonitor wells |ocated
hydraul i cal | y downgradi ent of the 62nd Street Superfund Site are bel ow the established cl ean-up
levels for these constituents. The remaining on-site surficial groundwater was sent to a |l oca
POTW Based on these findings, EPA has decided that to elimnate the RCD conponent that
requires an extraction and treatnment groundwater systemin the vicinity of the 62nd Street
Superfund Site



5.0 SUWARY CF ON-SI TE R SKS

At the tine that the ROD was signed in June 1990, the public health threat for groundwater was

t hrough consunption of the surficial aquifer groundwater. The Applicable Rel evant and
Appropriate Requirenents (Maxi num Contaminant Linmits - MCLs) were applied. and the cl eanup goal s
were established in the ROD. There are three O eanup Coals for Goundwater which are as
follows: Cadmium10 Zg/L, Chromiumb50 Zg/L, and Lead 15 Zg/L. Current conditions indicate
that the off-site groundwater quality is bel ow the 1990 RCOD cl eanup goals. Therefore, the
purpose of this docunent is to elimnate the G oundwater Extraction conponent of the sel ected
remedy since the groundwater quality is bel ow the 1990 ROD cl eanup goal s.

6.0 Conparative Analysis - Nine Evaluation Oriteria

This analysis will conpare the original selected renedy alternative with the ROD Anrendnent
Alternative of elimnating the G oundwater Treatnent Systemutilizing the nine eval uation
criteria detailed in the National Contingency Plan (NCP):

Overall Protection of Human Health and the Environment - Historically, the site has posed a
threat to human health and the environment. Considering current conditions, the ROD Arendnent
alternative is within the Agency's guidelines since the groundwater is bel ow cl eanup goal s.

Conpl i ance with Applicable or Rel evant and Appropriate Requirenents (ARARs) - The ROD Amrendnent
alternative neets cleanup goals and respective ARARs. No wai ver from ARARs woul d be necessary.

Long Term Effecti veness and Performance - G oundwater has been nonitored for an extended period
of tine and has exhibited | evel s bel ow cl eanup standards.

Reduction of Toxicity, Mbility and Volume. - Fromthe tine of the witing of the original ROD
tothe time of witing of this ROD Anrendnent, the toxicity, nobility, and vol une has been
reduced in groundwater to the point that it is below cleanup goals. The plume of contam nation
in the ROD has retracted.

Short-Term Effectiveness - At this tinme, groundwater cleanup goals are being met. Wth the
source solidified and stabilized, the threat to groundwater has been reduced.

Inmpl emrentability - The Groundwater Extraction Systemwas desi gned. However, considering the
current groundwater quality, the systemis not necessary.

Cost - Cost would be reduced by elimnating the Groundwater Extraction System This action
woul d decrease the cost of the renmedy by approxinmately $7 mllion.

State Acceptance - The State of Florida concurs with the elimnation of the G oundwater
Extracti on conponent of the ROD.

Community Acceptance - The conmmunity is very active and representatives in the comunity
communi cate frequently with the EPA. Gven the new information, the comunity will be inforned
of the reduced threat and will continue to participate in the Superfund process.

7.0 SELECTED REMEDY

Based upon consideration of the requirenments of CERCLA, the new infornation presented, periodic
study, and public coments, EPA has determi ned that the G oundwater Extraction System should be
elimnated since the cleanup goal are consistently being net. Al other aspects of the selected
remedy renain the sane.



Therefore, the major conponents of the selected renedy include:

. Solidification/Stabilization of the battery wastes, shredded auto parts, and
contam nated soils (approxi mately 48,000 cubic yards). Contami nants of concern
associated with the battery wastes and shredded auto parts are antinony, arsenic,
cadm um chrom um copper, lead, and polychlorinated bi phenyls (PCBS).

. No treatnent of the on-site cenment wastes since they present little threat through
either direct contact or |eaching to groundwater.

. Capping of the entire site (approxinmately 5.5 acres) with a two-foot vegetative
soi |l cover underlain by an inperneabl e menbrane.

. Institutional controls or other land use restrictions to ensure the integrity of the
cap and the treated soils. The presence of groundwater contami nation at the site
indi cates that |eaching of contam nants from waste has occurred.

8.0 STATUTCRY DETERM NATI ON

Consi dering the new infornmation that has been devel oped and the groundwater quality at the site,
EPA and FDEP believe that the renedy remains protective of hunan health and the environnent,
conmplies with Federal and State requirenents that are applicable or relevant and appropriate to
this renmedial action, and is cost effective. |In addition, the renmedy continues to utilize
permanent sol utions and resource recovery technol ogies to the naxi mum extent practicable for
this site and satisfies CERCLA § 121.

8.1 Protection of Human Health and the Environment
The sel ected remedy is considered to be protective by neeting the Goundwater d eanup Goal s.
8.2 Attainment of Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirenents (ARARs)

Remedi al Actions perforned under CERCLA nmust conply with all Applicable or Relevant and
appropriate Requirenments (ARARs). The selected renedy is found to nmeet or exceed the follow ng
ARARS

FEDERAL REQUI REMENTS:
Clean Water Act/Safe Drinking Water Act

EPA' s determ nation of appropriate groundwater cleanup criteria involves an eval uati on of
contam nant concentrations relative to the avail abl e heal t h-based standards. Maxi mum
Concentration Limts (MCLs) and Maxi mum Concentration Limt Goals (MLGs) of the Safe Drinking
Water Act (SDWA) (40 CF.R Part 141 and 142), and Federal Anmbient Water Quality Criteria (AWX)
of the dean Water Act (CWA) (40 CF. R Part 122.44) will be net at this site.

Cean Air Act

The objective of the Cean Air Act (CAA) is to protect and enhance the quality of the nation's
air resources in order to pronote and maintain public health and welfare and the productive
capacity of the population. The CAA achieves this objective by regulating em ssions into the
air. Pursuant to the CAA, EPA has pronul gated National Ambient Air Quality Standards. The CAA
is an ARAR and the regul atory standard and the regul atory standards of the of the CAA will be
conplied with during the inplenentation of the renedy.



Toxi ¢ Substance Control Act (TSCA)

40 CFR Part 761, pronul gated pursuant to TSCA, establishes criteria to determ ne the adequacy of
the cleanup of spills resulting fromthe rel ease of materials containing PCBs. The 62nd Street
Dump Site is classified as a non-restricted access area. The requirenent for decontam nating
PCB spills in a non-restricted access area is to decontaminate the soil to 10 ng/ kg PCBs by
wei ght, provided the soils are excavated to a mninumdepth of 10 inches. The excavated soil
nmust be replaced wi bb clean soil which contains less than 1 ng/kg PCBs. The sel ected renedy
will neet the TSCA requirenments through the construction of the Top Cover System (Cap).
Endanger ed Speci es Act

The selected renedy is protective of species |isted as endangered or threatened under the
Endangered Species Act. Requirenents of the interagency Section 7 Consultation Process, 50

C F.R Part 402, were net.

Nati onal H storic Preservation Act (NHPA)

The NHPA requires that action be taken to preserve or recover historic or archaeol ogi cal data
that m ght be destroyed as a result of Site activities. There is no infornmation to indicate
that the 62nd Street Dunp Site contains any historic or archaeol ogi cal significance.
Qccupational Health and Safety Act (OHSA)

The sel ected Renedial Action Contractor will develop and inplenent a health and safety program
for its workers. Al on-site workers will nmeet the minimumtraining and nedical nonitoring
requirenents outlined in 40 CFR 1910.

STATE REGULATI ONS:

Fl orida Adm nistrative Code Chapter 17-3

Water quality standards for surface water and groundwater affected by |eachate and stormrun-off
fromthe Site will be net.

Fl orida Adm nistrative Code Chapter 17-6

Effluent limtations and operating requirenents for waste-water facilities treating |andfill
| eachate will be met.

LOCAL REGULATI ONS:
Gty of Tanpa

The Gty of Tanpa has established mnimumquality standards for disposal to POTVW. The Di sposal
Standards for discharge to the | ocal POTWwere net.

Sout hwest Florida Water Managenent District (SWWD)

The Sout hwest Florida Water Managenent District will be consulted during renedial design to
assure conpliance with surface water run-off for the Site.

8.3 Cost Effectiveness



The elimnation of the G oundwater Treatnent Systemis cost effective since the contam nants
that the systemwas designed to treat are currently bel ow the cl eanup goals of the selected
r ermredy.

Year Quarter Sanpl i ng Date Sanpl i ng peri od
3 August 28 - 31 August - Sept enber
1992
4 Cct ober 26 - 27 Cct ober - Decenber
1 January 26 - 27 January - March
2 April 26 - 27 April - June
1993
3 July 26 -28 July - Septenber
4 Cct ober 26 - 27 Cct ober - Decenber
1 January 24 - 25 January - March
1994 2 April 23 - 26 April - June
3 Septenber 1 - 2 July - Septenber
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RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY

U S. Environnmental Protection Agency (EPA established a public comment period from May 23, 1995
t hrough June 23, 1995 for interested parties to comment on the proposed Anendnent to the Record
of Decision at the 62nd Street Dunp Superfund Site (Site). During the comment period, EPA
conducted a public neeting on May 23, 1995, at the Kenley Park Community Center in Tanpa,

Fl orida. The neeting presented the results of the off-site groundwater nonitoring program which
showed that the contami nants of concern in the surficial aquifer have been nmeasured consistently
bel ow 1990 Record of Decision cleanup goals. During the public neeting, the community was
inforned of the availability of a Technical Assistance Gant (TAG.

A responsive summary is required by Superfund policy to provide a summary of the citizens
comrents and concerns about the Site, as raised during the public comment period, and responses
to those comments. Al coments fromthe public have been considered and factored into the
decision to anend the sel ected renedy.

Three maj or questions were asked during the public neeting on May 23, 1995
1. ne citizen inquired about the nature of the renedy he asked about the "Cenent Cap?".

EPA Response: The selected renmedy includes a soil/sand/clay cap with a high density

pol yet hyl ene cover and the solidification of all non-cenent wastes and contam nated soil wth
cement. These conponents are two distinctly different parts of the selected renedy. The
Solidification/Stabilization of the non-cenment wastes and contaninated soils with approxi mately
35% cenent | asted from Decenber 1994 through May 1995. The Landfill Cap and vegetative cover
was conpl eted in June of 1995

2. At the neeting, soneone asked "what is the future scope of that land?". The citizens were
concerned about the possible future uses of the site.

EPA Response: Deed restrictions will be placed on the Site. The integrity of the cap nust be
protected. Digging on the site will be restricted to six inches. The property owners and ot her
Potentially Responsible Parties are responsible for maintaining the site and its integrity.
Currently, the site has been zoned residential. Property zoning is under the jurisdiction of

H | | sborough County. The site will be prohibited frombecomng a landfill through these
restrictions.

3. The citizens voiced concern that the property north of the 62nd Street Dunp may have
contaminates in its groundwater or surface water.

EPA Response: Monitor wells (one in the north-east corner of the site - M¥7S and the ot her
directly north of the site - MWV15) were sanpled as part of the Renedial Investigation were
found' to have levels conparable to a normal sanple. |In fact, MW15 is considered a background/
normal sanple. The Kasouf-Kinerling Site in another Superfund site which is located to
north-west with respect to the 62nd Street Dunp. The Kinerling site is currently being cl eaned
up, al so.

In general, the public has no objections to the anendrment to the sel ected renedy.
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